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DETAILED ACTION 

claims 1-17 are pending in the current application. 

In view of the appeal brief filed on 19 February 2008, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 -3, 7, 9-1 0 and 1 2-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sawada et al. (US 6907470 B2) in view of Ball et al. (US 
20030046390 A1 ) and in further view of Futernik (US 7075886 B2). 

Consider claim 1 . Sawada et al. discloses a communication apparatus for routing 
or discarding a packet sent from a user terminal, comprising: a plurality of ports; a 
plurality of link up/down detection logic units, each link up/down detection logic unit 
associated with a port and configured to detect a change in the state of a link 
associated with the port (column 3 lines 8-12); however, Sawada et al. fails to discloses 
a configuration validation checker coupled to each of the link up/down detection logic 
units. Ball et al. discloses methods for construction multi-layer topological models of 
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computer networks comprising a configuration validation checker coupled to each of the 
link up/down detection logic units (paragraphs 0020 and 0026). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate methods for construction multi-layer topological models of computer 
networks comprising a configuration validation checker coupled to each of the link 
up/down detection logic units as taught by Ball et al. with a communication apparatus 
for routing or discarding a packet sent from a user terminal, comprising: a plurality of 
ports; a plurality of link up/down detection logic units, each link up/down detection logic 
unit associated with a port and configured to detect a change in the state of a link 
associated with the port as taught by Sawada et al. for the purpose of managing 
network topology changes. However, Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al., fails to 
disclose a configuration validation checker that causes a switch to change its routing 
behavior with regard to a port for which a link up/down detection unit has detected a 
state change. Futernik discloses a method for routing information in satellite 
communication networks wherein a configuration validation checker causes a switch to 
change its routing behavior with regard to a port for which a link up/down detection unit 
has detected a state change (column 12 lines 15-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate a method for routing information in 
satellite communication networks wherein a configuration validation checker causes a 
switch to change its routing behavior with regard to a port for which a link up/down 
detection unit has detected a state change as taught by Futernik with methods for 
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construction multi-layer topological models of computer networks comprising a 
configuration validation checker coupled to each of the link up/down detection logic 
units and a communication apparatus for routing or discarding a packet sent from a user 
terminal, comprising: a plurality of ports; a plurality of link up/down detection logic units, 
each link up/down detection logic unit associated with a port and configured to detect a 
change in the state of a link associated with the port as taught by Sawada et al., as 
modified by Ball et al., for the purpose of network configuration validation. 

Consider claim 2, as applied to claim 1. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. 
and Futernik, further discloses the switch wherein each link up/down detection logic unit 
informs the configuration validation checker when a link to an associated port becomes 
non-functional, and the configuration validation checker responds by discarding all 
packets (Sawada et al., column 1 lines 65-67 and column 2 lines 1-21). 

Consider claim 3, as applied to claim 1. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. 
and Futernik, further discloses the switch wherein each link up/down detection logic unit 
informs the configuration validation checker when a link to an associated port becomes 
non-functional, and the configuration validation checker responds by discarding all 
packets destined to that link (Sawada et al., column 1 1 lines 33-48). 

Consider claim 7. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. and Futernik, discloses 
a switch, comprising: a plurality of ports; a plurality of link up/down detection logic units, 
each link up/down detection logic unit (Ball et al., paragraphs 0020 and 0026) 
associated with a port and adapted to detect a change in the state of a link associated 
with the port (Sawada et al., column 3 lines 8-12); and means for causing the switch to 
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change its routing behavior with regard to a port for which a link up/down detection unit 
has detected a state change (Futernik, column 3 lines 32-56). 

Consider claim 9, as applied to claim 7. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. 
and Futernik, further discloses the switch including a means for receiving an indication 
from the link up/down detection logic units that a link to an associated port has become 
non-functional and a means for ceasing routing of all packets destined to that link 
(Sawada et al., column 1 1 lines 33-48). 

Consider claim 10. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. and Futernik, 
discloses a network, comprising: a plurality of switches coupled together; at least one 
end node coupled to at least one switch; wherein at least one switch includes: a link 
up/down detection logic (Ball et al., paragraphs 0020 and 0026) unit associated with a 
port and configured to detect a change in the state of the link (Sawada et al., column 3 
lines 8-12); and a configuration validation checker coupled to the link up/down detection 
logic unit, said configuration validation checker causes the switch to change its routing 
behavior with regard to the port if the link up/down detection unit has detected a state 
change (Futernik, column 3 lines 32-56). 

Consider claim 12, as applied to claim 10. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al. and Futernik, further discloses the network including a plurality of ports and a link 
up/down detection logic associated with each port, and wherein each link up/down 
detection logic unit informs the configuration validation checker when a link to an 
associated port becomes non-functional, and the configuration validation checker 
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responds by rejecting all packets destined to that link (Sawada et al., column 1 1 lines 
33-48). 

Consider claim 13. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. and Futernik, 
discloses a method performed by a switch contained in a system, comprising: the switch 
monitoring a port for a link down event or a link up event, said link down event indicative 
of a link from the switch to an entity becoming non-functional and said link up event 
indicative of a newly established link from the switch to said entity; the switch detecting 
a link down event associated with said switch or a link up event associated with said 
switch receiving a packet into said switch (Sawada et al., column 3 lines 8-12); the 
switch determining if said packet is to be routed out through said port associated with 
the detected link down event or link up event (Ball et al., paragraph 0026); if the switch 
determines that the packet is to be routed out through said port associated with a 
detected link down event, the switch discarding the packet and if the switch determines 
that the packet is to be routed out through said port associated with a detected link up 
event, the switch routing the packet through said port (Futernik, column 12 lines 15-64). 

Consider claim 14, as applied to claim 13. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al. and Futernik, further discloses the method including if the switch determines that the 
packet is to be routed out through said port associated with a detected link down event, 
discarding all packets received by the switch (Sawada et al., column 11 lines 33-48). 

Consider claim 15, as applied to claim 13. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al. and Futernik, further discloses the method including requesting the entity to provide 
a unique identifier to the switch (Ball et al., paragraph 0075). 
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Consider claim 16, as applied to claim 15. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al. and Futernik, further discloses the method including the switch receiving a unique 
identifier from the entity, comparing the unique identifier received from the entity to state 
information contained in the switch and, if the unique identifier from the entity does not 
match a value in the state information, discarding a packet destined for the entity 
(Futernik, Table I and column 7 lines 20-54). 

Consider claim 17, as applied to claim 16. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al. and Futernik, further discloses the method including if the unique identifier from the 
entity matches a value in the state information, permitting packets destined for the entity 
to be routed from the switch to the entity (Ball et al. paragraphs 0062 and 01 13). 

Claims 4-6, 8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sawada et al. (US 6907470 B2) in view of Ball et al. (US 20030046390 A1 ) in 
further view of Futernik (US 7075886 B2) and in further view of Kao et al. (US 7054951 
B1). 

Consider claim 4, as applied to claim 1. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. 
and Futernik, discloses a configuration validation checker responding to a non- 
functional link. However, Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al. and Futernik, fails to 
disclose a configuration validation checker responding to a non-functional link 
notification by: receiving an identifier value from an entity coupled to the switch via the 
functional link; comparing the identifier value received from the entity with topology 
information contained in the switch; and if the identifier value matches a value in the 
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topology information, permitting the switch to route packets over the functional link; or if 
the identifier value does not match a value in the topology information, discarding all 
packets targeting the functional link. Kao et al. discloses plug and play node addition in 
a dual ring topology network using locally significant ring identifiers for determining 
routing decisions wherein a check is made to determine if the topology packet was 
generated by the receiving node and, if so, then the topology information is evaluated 
and stored/updated in the topology table and, if not, then a check is made to determine 
if the ring identifier associated with the topology discovery packet matches the ring 
identifier associated with the ring on which the packet was received (("When a topology 
discovery packet is received (376), a check is made to determine if the topology packet 
was generated by the receiving node (378). If so, then the topology information is 
evaluated (380) and stored/updated in the topology table as appropriate (382). More 
specifically, entries in the topology table can be added or entries updated based on the 
received topology information. If the topology packet was not generated by the receiving 
node, then a check is made to determine if the ring identifier for the node has local 
significance only (384). If not, then a check is made to determine if the ring identifier 
associated with the topology discovery packet matches the ring identifier associated 
with the ring on which the packet was received (386). If no match arises, then the 
packet is forwarded without appending any information relating to the receiving node to 
the topology discovery packet (388) and thereafter the process can continue at step 
376. If the ring identifier matches, then the address for the receiving node is appended 
to the topology packet, and as appropriate, the ring identifier associated with the ring on 
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which the packet was received is appended to the topology packet as well (390). 
Thereafter, the packet is forwarded at step 388.") column 13 lines 51-67 and column 14 
lines 1-5) and packets are discarded if an address does not match an identifier (column 
12 lines 27-39). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate plug and play node addition in a dual 
ring topology network using locally significant ring identifiers for determining routing 
decisions wherein a check is made to determine if the topology packet was generated 
by the receiving node and, if so, then the topology information is evaluated and 
stored/updated in the topology table and, if not, then a check is made to determine if the 
ring identifier associated with the topology discovery packet matches the ring identifier 
associated with the ring on which the packet was received and packets are discarded if 
an address does not match an identifier as taught by Kao et al. with a configuration 
validation checker responding to a non-functional link as taught by Sawada et al., as 
modified by Ball et al. and Futernik, for the purpose of effectively routing packets. 

Consider claim 5, as applied to claim 1 . Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al., 
Futernik and Kao et al., further discloses the switch wherein said configuration 
validation checker receives topology information from an entity external to the switch 
and compares the received topology information to topology information contained in 
the switch (Futernik, column 14 lines 25-44). 
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Consider claim 6, as applied to claim 5. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et al., 
Futernik and Kao et al., further discloses the switch wherein if the topology information 
contained in the switch does not comport with the topology information received from 
the external entity, preventing the newly received topology information from being used 
by the switch (Futernik, column 2 lines 49-67 and column 3 lines 1-8). 

Consider claim 1 1 , as applied to claim 10. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al., Futernik and Kao et al., further discloses the switch including a means for receiving 
an indication from the link up/down detection logic units that a link to an associated port 
has become non-functional and a means for ceasing routing of all packets (Sawada et 
al., column 1 lines 65-67 and column 2 lines 1-21). 

Consider claim 1 1 , as applied to claim 10. Sawada et al., as modified by Ball et 
al., Futernik and Kao et al., further discloses the network wherein the link up/down 
detection logic unit informs the configuration validation checker when the link becomes 
non-functional, and the configuration validation checker responds by rejecting all 
packets (Sawada et al., column 1 lines 65-67 and column 2 lines 1-21). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 
or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Mark Fearer whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1770. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:30am to 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached on (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 571-272-4100. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone 
number is (571)272-2600. 

Mark Fearer 
M.D.F./mdf 
April 28, 2008 

/Nathan J. Flynn/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



